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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 August 2002 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 20-34 and 36-44 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 21,22.24-29.31.33,34,36.37.39.40 and 42-44 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 20, 23, 30, 32. 38 and 41 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim forforeign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 
Attachment(s) 

1) O Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) Q Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) CH Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) . 6) Q Other: 
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This is responsive to the Continued Prosecution Application and amendment filed 
August 20, 2002 (Paper Nos. 18 and 19). 

Claims 21 , 22, 24-29, 31 , 33, 34, 36, 37, 39 and 42-44 are withdrawn from further 
consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a non-elected species, 
there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse 
in Paper No. 6. 

The 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, rejection advanced in the Final rejection 
mailed February 20, 2002 (Paper No. 1 3) is resolved by the definition of (A) and (C) as 
copolymers in independent claims 20 and 41 . 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 20, 23, 30, 32, 38 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is 
most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Independent claims 20 and 41 in lines 3-4 denote "(A) a copolymer of an 
unsaturated epoxide or a polyolefin grafted with an unsaturated epoxide and having 2 
epoxide functional groups." 
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The specification on page 3, lines 16-18 and page 4, lines 22-24 as modified in the 
amendment filed July 13, 2001 (Paper No. 10, page 2) describes either a copolymer of 
ethylene and an unsaturated epoxide or a polyolefin grafted with an unsaturated 
epoxide, or "a product having two epoxide functional groups, such as, for example, 
bisphenol A diglycidyl ether (BADGE)." There is no enablement for the claimed 
copolymer (A) "having 2 epoxide functional groups" since the 2 epoxide groups are 
specific to the bisphenol A diglycidyl ether which is not a species embraced by the 
claimed unsaturated epoxide copolymer or unsaturated epoxide-grafted polyolefin. 
The copolymer and polyolefin would contain multiple epoxide groups based on the 
extent of copolymerization or grafting with the unsaturated epoxide which exceeds the 
claimed limit of two. The deletion of the phrase "and having 2 epoxide functional 
groups" from claims 20 and 41 , line 4 would obviate this issue. 

The specification does not enable the copolymer (C) of an a,p-aminocarboxylic 
acid required in independent claims 20 and 41 , line 6. Page 5, lines 22-24 discloses 
a,3-aminocarboxylic acid compounds, not a copolymer derived therefrom. The insertion 
of a comma between the word "acid" and "or" in claims 20 and 41 , line 6 (as well as 
line 5 of withdrawn claims 21 and 42) would resolve this problem. Note that new 
withdrawn claim 44 defines the non-enabled "copolymer made from 
a,3-aminocarboxylic acid" which should be stricken. 
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Claims 20, 23, 30, 32, 38 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Spelthann. 

The rejection is maintained for the reasons of record set forth in the previous 
Office actions since no new amendments and or arguments germane to the teachings 
of the reference have been presented since the amendment filed June 20, 2002 
(Paper No. 15) which has been entered. 
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